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SYMBOLIC EXTENSIONS FOR 3-DIMENSIONAL DIFFEOMORPHISMS

DAVID BURGUET * AND GANG LIAO **

ABSTRACT. We prove that every C" diffeomorphism with 7 > 1 on a three-dimensional man-
ifold admits symbolic extensions, i.e. topological extensions which are subshifts over a finite
alphabet. This answers positively a conjecture of Downarowicz and Newhouse in dimension
three.

1. INTRODUCTION

A symbolic extension of a topological dynamical system is a topological extension given
by a subshift over a finite alphabet. Existence and entropy of symbolic extensions have been
intensively investigated in the last decades. M. Boyle and T. Downarowicz [3] characterized the
problem of existence in terms of new entropic invariants related to weak expansiveness properties
of the system. In particular asymptotically h-expansive systems always admit principal symbolic
extensions, i.e. extensions that preserve the entropy of invariant measures [4].

For smooth systems on compact manifolds this theory appears to be of highly interest. It
is well known that Markov partitions allow to encode uniformly hyperbolic systems by finite-
to-one symbolic extensions of finite type. Beyond uniform hyperbolicity, partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms with one dimensional center satisfy the h-expansiveness property, hence ad-
mit principal symbolic extensions [12, 18]. More recently the second author with M. Viana
and J. Yang showed that smooth systems with no principal symbolic extension are C!-close to
diffeomorphisms with homoclinic tangencies [17].

Moreover the existence of symbolic extensions depends on the order of smoothness. While
C* systems are asymptotically h-expansive [8, 24] and thus admit principal symbolic extensions,
there is a C' open set of 3-dimensional diffeomorphisms [1] (resp. Lebesgue preserving diffeomor-
phisms [9, 15]) in which generic ones have no symbolic extension. In intermediate smoothness,
i.e. for C" systems with 1 < r < 400, the existence was conjectured by T. Downarowicz and
S. Newhouse in [15] and in general this problem is still open. It has been first proved for circle
maps by T. Downarowicz and A. Maass [14] and then by the first author for surface diffeomor-
phisms [5, 6]. In this paper we work further on [6] to show existence of symbolic extensions for
diffeomorphisms in dimension 3. We refer to the next section for the definitions and notations
used in our main Theorem below.

Main Theorem. Let f be a C" diffeomorphism with r > 1 on a compact 3-dimensional manifold
M. Then f admits a symbolic extension 7 : (Y, S) = (M, f) satisfying for all i1 € Min,(f):
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where X (f, 1) > \J (f, 1) denote the positive parts of the two largest Lyapunov exponents of .

The ingredient of the present advance is mainly a new inequality relating the Newhouse
local entropy of an ergodic measure and the local volume growth of smooth discs of unstable
dimension (which is the number of positive Lyapunov exponents of the measure). Section 3 is
devoted to the proof of this key estimate. Then for a 3-dimensional diffeomorphism, we may
bound from above the Newhouse local entropy with respect to either f or f~! by the local
volume growth of curves, which implies the existence of symbolic extensions by combining with
the Reparametrization Lemma developed in [6]. This is proved together with the Main Theorem
in the last section.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Newhouse entropy structure and the Symbolic Extension Theorem. Consider a
topological system (M, f), i.e. a continuous map f : M — M on a compact metric space (M, d).
For x € M, > 0,n € N, we denote the n-step dynamical ball at = with radius € by

Bn(xvgvf):{yEM:d(fi(‘r)ufi(y)) <e 1=0,--- 7n_1}'

A subset N of M is said (n, §)-separated when any pair y # 2z in N satisfies d(f*(y), f'(z)) > 6
for some i € [0,n — 1]. For any subset A of M and § > 0, denote by s(n,d, A) the maximal
cardinality of the (n, d§)-separated sets contained in A. For any A C M, ¢ > 0, define

1
h*(f,A,e) = lim limsup — log sup s (n, §, By (x,e, f) NA).
=0 nooo N xEA
Denote by Miny(f) (resp. Merg(f)) the set of all f-invariant (resp. ergodic f-invariant) Borel
probability measures endowed with the usual metrizable weak-* topology. Given p € Mepg(f),
for any £ > 0, Newhouse [20] defined the tail entropy of p at the scale € by letting

h*(f, p,€) = 77—)11,1(§I<1n<lu(1/gf>nh (f, A ).

For p € Miny,(f), assuming p = f/vl ) vdM,(v) is the ergodic decomposition of p, let
erg\J

Wi = [ U M),

Entropy structures are particular non-increasing sequences of nonnegative functions defined
on M, (f) which are converging pointwisely to the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy function h :
Mino(f) = RT (see [13] for a precise definition). They satisfy the following criterion for the
existence of symbolic extensions.

Theorem 1 (Symbolic Extension Theorem [3, 14]). Let (M, f) be a topological system. Assume
E is a nonnegative affine upper semicontinuous function such that for all p € M, (f) there is
an entropy structure (hy)i satisfying

(1) lim limsup (E+h—hg)(v) < E(p).
P Merg(£)ov—n
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Then there exists a symbolic extension w: (Y,S) — (M, f) such that

max WS, &) =(E+h .
€EMiny(S), mé=p (5,6) = ( ) (1)

Letting e, — 0, then the sequence (hy "), defined by hi®“(f,p) = h(f,p) — h*(f, 1 €x)
for all kK € N and for all u € M, (f) is an entropy structure [13]. As a matter of fact, for any
m € Z\A{0}, hy%(f, ) == h(f, p) — Wl‘h*(fm,u,ak) for all k € N and for all p € Mip,(f) is

also an entropy structure (see Lemma 1 in [6]).

2.2. Lyapunov exponents. Let f : M — M be a differentiable map on a compact Riemannian
manifold (M, || - ||) of dimension d. Given z € M, the Lyapunov exponent relative to a direction
v € T, M is the exponential growth rate given by the limit

1
(2) lim —log || D, f" ]|,
n—oo N

which exists for almost every point & with respect to every f-invariant Borel probability measure
i by Oseledets theorem [21] (it does not depend on the Riemannian structure on M). Moreover,
for p-almost every point x, there exist values A (f,z) > -+ > A4(f,z) of the limit (2) and
measurable flags of the tangent spaces {0} = Gd*1 Cc G4 C --- C GL = T, M satisfying:

1 ) )
lim —log || D, f™v| = \i(f,z), YveGL\GLt, 1<i<d.
n—oo N
For any p € Mn,(f), 1 <14 <d, we denote

N(fm) = / N(f. ) dpu(z),

S = [ YA (o) duto)

For v € Merg(f), we have A\;(f,v) = A\(f,z) for all ¢ and for v-almost every x. By standard

arguments the function p +— 22:1 /\]4-( f, ) defines an affine upper semicontinuous function on

Miny(f) (see Lemma 3 in [6]). For a C" diffeomorphism with » > 1 on a compact 3-dimensional
2 4.

Riemannian manifold, we will prove that E = w

with Theorem 1 implies the Main Theorem.

satisfies Inequality (1), which together

2.3. Nonuniformly hyperbolic estimates. Assume now f is a diffeomorphism. In this case,
Oseledets theorem provides for any p € M, (f), for p-a.e., z € M, a decomposition on the
tangent space Ty M = ES* @ E¥ and pcs(r) < 0 < py(z) satisfying

° | l‘im Llog | Do f™(v)|| < pes(x), VO #v e EE;
n|—o0

o | l‘im Llog | Do f™(w)]| = pulz), VO#weEY
n|—0o0

e lim LllogsinZ(ES;

n
[n]—o0 f

(@) Efn(ay) = 0-

For 0 <y < A\, and k € N, we consider the sets Ai(\y, ) consisting of points = in M with the
following properties:
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b ||Dfn|E]ccf(m)|| < ekve\ilvewy, VieZ,n>1;

o [[DfTMEY o < eFrelrerAtn yie 7, n > 1

(@]
o SinZ(EG ) Efiy) 2 e Fe il vieZ
From the definition, it holds that [2, 22]

o T,M = E @ EY is a continuous splitting on each Ag(Ay,7);
o fE(Ar(Au,7)) C Arr1(Ay,) for any k € N;
o 2 € Upey Ar(Au,y) provided Ay < py();

o limy, o it (Ugen Ax(Au, 7)) = 1 for any g € Mino(f).
For the sake of statements, we let Ay = Ap(Ay,7) for any & € N and A* = (J, oy Ar(Aus 7).
Denote A, = A\, — 2y. Given & € A*, define for all v = v.5 + v, and w = wes + w,, with
Ves, Wes € ES° and vy, wy € BY,
—+o0
3 e < Dy f (V). D f (1) >

n=0

!/
< vCS? wCS >

+oo
< Uy Wy, > Z e* M < Dy (), Do f 7™ (wy) >,
n=0

<v,w > = < Uy, Wy >/—|—<vcs,wCS >

There exists a1 = a1(y) > 1 such that

(3) loll < loll” < aze™Joll, ¥ v € Ty, M.
The norm || - || is called a Lyapunov metric, with which f behaves uniformly on A*:
1
WHUCSHI < ”Drf(UCS)”}(m) < QQ’YHUCSH;a
1 / -1 / -\ /
mllvuﬂm S~ (wa) 510y < € ol

In this manner, the splitting Ty« M = E°° @ E* is dominated with respect to || |, i.e.
[ Dz f (ves) I’ < 27N, [[ves |

<e , VO0# v € EF 0£0v, € EY, veA,
1Dz f () I [l
with 2y — X, < 0.
We consider a C" diffeomorphism f on a C” smooth Riemanian manifold (M, | - ||)) with

r > 1. Let o = min{r — 1,1}. We are going to state that the dominated behavior on each Ay
can be extended to a e’kd'y,—neighborhood for 4/ = a~1y. Moreover, for attaining a preassigned
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local proximity of dominated splitting, we may choose a positive number b independently of &k
such that this proximity holds in a be’kd'y,—neighborhood of Ag.

Let d be the Riemannian distance on M and r be the radius of injectivity of (M, || - ||). The
ball at € M of radius R € R with respect to d is denoted by B(z, R). Then for y € B(z,r)
we use the identification

TB(m,r)M ~ B(IE, r) X Tz]\47
(y,v) — (y,Dy(exp;")(v))

to “translate” the vector v € T,M to the vector 0, := D,(exp;')(v) € T, M. Recall that
the exponential map (x,v) + exp,(v) defines a C™ map (thus C'*®) from TM to M with
D, (exp,) = Idr, as. Since the diffeomorphism f is also C1*% on the compact manifold M, there
exist K > 1,a9 > 0 such that

Ve € M, Y(y,v) € Tp(z.anM, Lol < || < 20

and | D, f%(8,) — Dy v, | < Klolld(e, y).

For x € A* and (y,v) € Tg(s,a,)M, we define [v[|’} = [|0;|]" and we also let <,>7 be the
associated scalar product on T, M. It follows then from (3) that
(@ Vi € Ak, V(0.0) € TorapM, 2ol > ol = el > 120,
We write 9, as v whenever there is no confusion and we also denote by T,,M = E$° ® E} the
splitting of T, M which translates to the splitting T, M = ES* @ E¥. Let Al = X, —~ and let
ah > 0 such that f(B(z,a})) C B(f'x,az) for all x € M and i = 0,1, —1. Then define

. 1d e —e M\ °
= min ay, | ————
T 2\ dajeHDV K

Then we have for all z € Ay, for all y € B(x, ;) and for all v/, € ES ¢ T, M (see [22] p.72
for further details) :

1
(5) YT (e” = 1) ) lves| g < [|Dy f(ves)| ./;;(m) < 63’Y||1;CSH;’,
IDf=|
1 "
(6) 7~ (€ = D) lvully < 1Dy f ™ )l -1 0y < € [lvally-
DA

Define k(z) = min{k € N: z € A} for € A*. Then the inequalities (5) and (6) hold for any
Y € B(2,7x(a))- Such sets B(x, v, (s)) are called Lyapunov neighborhoods. Letting 7' = a1y,
we have v, = ase ™" <1 for k large enough and some constant as independent of k. We use
d? to denote the distance induced by || - ||/ on B(x,as) and Bl (y,r) to denote the ball centered
at y with radius r in dJ.

For the purpose of our use in the computation of tail entropy and local volume growth, we
need to estimate the proximity of the dominated splitting in Lyapunov neighborhoods along
orbits. For a splitting F' = Fy & F» of an Euclidean space F with norm || ||, and £ > 0, we denote
by Qi (F1,€) the cone of width £ of Fy in |||, i.e. the set {v =vi +va € F': v1 € F1, v €
Fy, ||vz2]] < &||vi||]}. For any vector subspace G of F we let «(G) be the Pliicker embedding of
G in the projective space P A\ F' of the Euclidean power exterior algebra AF. When A : F' — F’
is a linear map between two finite dimensional Euclidean spaces F' and F', we let \'A be the
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induced map on the l-exterior power \'F with [ less than or equal to the dimension of F. With
the above notations the map = — A\'D,f is a-Holder and one may assume its Holder norm is
less than K by taking K larger in advance. Observe that A\'F 3 u + || A! Aul| induces a map on
P A! F by letting || \! A(Pu)| = ”)\HZTAHUH. Also we let 1,,(f, z) be the dimension of E"(z). When
€ Merg(f), Lu(f, 2) is a constant for p-a.e. z, which we denote by I, (f, ).

Lemma 1. For any £ > 0 small enough there exists ag > 0 such that for any x € A* and for

any y € B (3:, ag”yé(m)) with 1 = 1, (f, x) we have :

(i) 1Dy ()] = X0l for all v € Qquu (B2, &) and | Dy f ()} < eV|v]l} for all
v e QB 8),

(ii) Dyf(Qyy(Ey.€)) C Qur,. (Ef(,,€) and Dy fH(Quu (B, €)) C Qe (B (,,€),

”
f(x) F=1(x)

- IA Dy F (UG o u
(iii) eV < “)\lef(L(E:))lf,fg(:) <e” for all l-plane G C Q1 (EZ,§).

Proof. Let £ >0 and z € A*.

(i) By the domination property ES*@® EY at y with respect to || -|| given by the inequalities
(5) and (6), the first item holds for small £ independent of x(x).

(ii) Using the invariance of E* and the domination property at = there exists ¢ € (0,1)
independent of z satisfying D. f(Q~(Ey,§)) C Qy (E?(m),gﬁ). Then for any y €
B(z, agy(x)), we get by the Inequalities (4)

”
f(z)

1D2f = Dyflle = max ID2f(v) = Dyf )7y
< dae”E@Y D, f - D, f]]
< 4Ka " (g )
< ag.

For small «, by (5) and (6) one has also

1
—————— < min ||D,f)|%., < max ||D,f@)||%. <2[Df].

T lely=
It follows that for ||v||” = 1, the angle £ (D, f(v), D, f(v)) with respect to ||- ||¥(w) is less
than arctan(§) —arctan(c€) for a¢ small enough. We conclude that D, f (Q) (EY),€) C
Qi (E]”ﬁ(m), 5) for any y € B(x, agyi). We prove similarly the cone invariance prop-

(@)
erty for the center stable direction.

(iii) To prove the last item observe first that using again the domination property at z we

IA' Do f (O — u
get ‘ ll)\lDIf(L(Eg))lf/fﬁ(:) —1| < 1—e/2 for all I-planes G C Q) (EY,€) for € > 0 small
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||I/

enough. As f is eAZ-expanding in the unstable direction with respect to || - || we have

| A De f(BE) [y > €.

Then arguing as above for y € B(z, agwi(z)), we have by Lemma 2 in the Appendix and
the Inequalities (4) :

[N Daf = NDyfl 2y < (dar "SI AN Dy f — \'Dy f|| < ag.

Therefore we get for a¢ small enough :

LA D C Gy | [TA DA GG~ I D (UGN
TN Df BN ey |~ A Daf (BN

IN Do
I A Do f((EINF (2
< emg;; +1—e
<1l-—e".
|
From the domination structure E°* & E™ in the norm || - ||, one may build a family of fake

center-stable manifolds as follows.

Proposition 1. With the notations of Lemma 1, for any £& > 0 small enough, there exist
be € (0,a¢) and families {WS : x € A*} of C' manifolds satisfying
(i) uniform size: for x € Ay, k € N, there is a C* map ¢, : ES* — E* such that WE* is
locally given by the graph ¢, := {(z, ¢x(2)), z € ES*} of ¢, i.e.
W;(Ejs = €XP, (Fd)x) N B(.I, affyk);

(i1) almost tangency: Ty2WE® lies in a cone of width & of ES® in || - ||} for any y € WS*;

(iii) local invariance: fEWES (beyu(z)) C 5 (@) with WE(C) being the ball of radius ¢ cen-
tered at x inside WE® with respect to the distance induced by | - |2 on WE®.
Proof. By taking the exponential map at x we can assume without loss of generality that we are
working in RY. Let §~and a¢ be as in Lemma 1. For any x € A*, we can extend f |B(m7a§%(w))
to a diffeomorphism f, : RY — RY such that

o fuly)=f(y) fory € B(x,aeVn(a)):

o |Dyfe — Doflli < 2a¢ for y € RY.
By taking a¢ smaller, the properties of Lemma 1 hold with respect to fz for all y € RY. Let = be
the disjoint union given by Z = ] . {z} x RY where A* is endowed with the discret topology.
Then f = (f2)eea- can be viewed as a map from = to itself by letting f(x,v) = (f(x), fm(v))

Note that the global splitting [, cx.{z} x RY = [[,cx-{z} x (B ® E¥) is dominated with
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respect to f. By [16] §5, we can obtain a family {)¢* : 2 € A*} of global C' submanifolds in
RY which are C! graphs defined on E¢* such that we have for all z € A* :

“+00
{a} x Y= ({f"(w)} x ang(Eﬁ(m)aé“)) ;
n=0

Yy € RY, T,V C Qv (ES,€).

In particular we get fi({x} x Ves) C {f*(x)} x y;;(z). Since we have f |{$}XB(I7%%(I)):
f |B(zﬁb§%(w)), one concludes the proof by considering W5* = Y, N B(x, ag7.()) and taking
much smaller b than ae.

O

3. TAIL ENTROPY AND LOCAL VOLUME GROWTH

Let f: M — M be a C" diffeomorphism with » > 1 on a compact Riemannian manifold
(M, ]I])- In this section, we relate the Newhouse local entropy of an ergodic measure with the
local volume growth of smooth unstable discs. We begin with some definitions. A C" map o,
from the unit square [0, 1]* of R¥ to M, which is a diffeomorphism onto its image, is called a C"
k-disc. The C" size of ¢ is defined as

lollr = sup{[| D] : ¢ <7, g€RT}

where || D90|| denotes the (¢ — [q])-Hélder norm of Dl4g for ¢ ¢ N and the usual supremum
norm of the derivative D¢ of order ¢ for ¢ € N.

For any C! smooth k-disc o and for any xy > 0, 1>~ >0, C > 1 and n € N, we consider
the set H% (0, x,7,C) of points of [0, 1]* whose exponential growth of the induced map on the
k-exterior tangent bundle is almost equal to x:

H}(o.x.7.C) 1= {1 € [0.1]F + YL <j <n—1, 710 < | AN Dy (2 00) || < Celt ]

For ' C [0, 1]¥, we also denote by |o|r| the k-volume of o on I, ie. |oyr| = [1, | \F Diol| dA(2),
where d) is the Lebesgue measure on [0,1]*. Then given y >0, 1> v >0,C > 1,z € M,
n € N and € > 0, we define the local volume growth of o at x with respect to these parameters
as follows :

VoS (alx, 7, C) = (" o o), |
with A, := H} (0, x,7,C) N o B, (z,¢, f).

Proposition 2. Let v € Mery(f) with | = 1,(f,v) > 1. Then for anye > 0,1 >n > 0 and
v > 0, there exist a Borel set F,, with v(F,) > n and a constant C > 1, such that for all § > 0,
all n large enough and all x € F;, :

o l-disk

s(n,d,By(z,e, f)NF,) <e™ sup V2e <O’
with ||o||»-<1

me,mc) .
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In fact the [,-discs can be chosen to be affine through the exponential map (see the proof of
Proposotion 2 below). Let v} (f,e) denote the local volume growth of k-disks :

. 1 _
vi(f,e) =limsup — sup  sup log’(f” ! oa)|0713n(1157f)’ .
n TN xecM o k-disk
with ||o|]»<1

S. Newhouse [19, 20] proved that the Newhouse local entropy h*(f, v, €) of an ergodic measure
is less than or equal to the local volume growth of center-unstable dimension. As a direct
consequence of Proposition 2, we improve this estimate by considering the local volume growth
of unstable dimension.

Corollary 1. With the above notations,
Ve >0 Vv € Merg(f), h*(f,v,8) S v, (5., (f:2¢).

Such an inequality was established by K. Cogswell in [11] between the Kolmogorov-Sinai
entropy and the global volume growth of unstable discs (in particular Cogswell’s main result
implies Corollary 1 for € larger than the diameter of M).

Remark 1. For any v € Merg(f), let us denote by le.(f,v) the number of nonnegative Lya-
punov exponents of v. The following estimate is shown in [20] :

1

Ve >0 Vv € Merg(f), R*(f,v,e) < sup  limsup — sup log ’(f”*1 0 0)|6-1B, (,25,f)| -
o Lew (f,v)-disk n N zeMm
with ||o]|»<1

Observe the right-hand side term differs from the local volume growth v} f V)(f, 2¢) as we invert

the supremum in o with the limsup in n. We do not know if the above inequality still holds true

for 1, in place of ley.

We prove now Proposition 2 which is the key new tool to prove the existence of symbolic
extensions in dimension 3 combining with the approach developed in [6].

Proof of Proposition 2. Consider v € Mepo(f) with I = [,(f,v) > 1. Let 0 < v < A\, =
Ai(f,v) in the nonuniformly hyperbolic estimates of Section 2. Fix n € (0,1) and k € N
with v(Ag(Ay,7)) > 1. There is a subset F,, of Ay = Ag(Ay,7y) with v(F,) > n such that
LA Dy (f"|gx )|l is converging uniformly in y € F, to >, M (f.y) =3, A\ (f,v) when n goes
to +00. Let € € (0,1) and € < € to be precised. For any given & € F;, 0 < 0 < ¢, let E,
be a maximal (n,J)-separated set in d for f in B, (Z,¢, f) N F,,. There exists € E,, such that
E! = E, N B(x,¢cy) satisfies t£, > A; (%’“)d #E,, for some universal constant A;. Since we only
deal with the local dynamics around the orbit of z, we can assume without loss of generality
that we are working in RY by taking the exponential map at z. Take 0 < &5 < (a1e*’)~! so
small that B(x,e) C BY(x,2a1e"¢e;) C B(z,¢) and consider

WE = (x + ES®) N B (x,2a,"ey).

For 0,, = Bke_"(47+”/) with Br = Br(d) to be precised we let A® be a 6,,-net of VAVwCS for d’
satisfying 4% < Ayf, ImE” = A0, =D for some universal constant As. This means that
any point of WS* is within a distance 6,, of A for d!/. For any z € A°®, denote

L ={z+v:|v|! < 4a,e"ey, v € B*}.
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For y € BY(z,2a1e"*e;) we let y = yes + yu With yes € x + ES® and y, € E*. Observe
that ES* and EY are orthogonal in <, >, thus y.s lies in WS* and there exists z, € A°® with
|yes — 2yl < 0. Therefore, when y also lies in Ay we get :

Yes — ZyHN < 2a16k7||ycs - Zy”
< 401" ey — 2 I

< 4ae"0,.
For small ¢ € (0, 1), let b > 0 be as in Lemma 1 and Proposition 1. Since the distributions
E*® and E" are continuous on Ay, we may choose ¢ and 3 so small that for any y € E/:
o the set ([yes, zy] + E¥)NWS® defines a graph T'y, of a C" function ¢y : [yes, 2,] C E5® —
£,
o ES/U ¢ Qi (E;S/u, 4(11%) CQuy (E;s/u,ﬁ), these cones being defined with respect
to the splitting Ei* & Ey.

I., Czy+ E3
4ty wes
Wcs

FIGURE 1. The transverse intersection at t, of I., and Wg° for y € Ej,.

2y

Let 6, : [0,1] = ES° 4+ EY¥ be the reparametrization of the graph of ¢, given by
vt € [05 1]5 ey(t) = Yes T+ t(zy - ycs) + ¢(ycs + t(zy - ycs)-

Note that 6, (0) = y and 6,(1) is the intersection point of I, and W °. To simplify the notations
we let ¢, := 0,(1). It follows from the almost tangency property of center-stable fake manifolds
stated in Proposition 1 (ii) that

(7) 0'(t) € Qi (Ey°, €).
Moreover we have
(8) zy —Yes € EF° CQ)u(E,8),
(9) Dy, 1(zy—yen) P2y —Yes) € By C Qyu(Ey, §).
From the above properties (7), (8), (9) and £ < 1, one deduces after an easy computation

that [|6"(t)|[y < 3llzy — Yesly for all ¢t € [0,1]. For w € A* let dy),.. be the distance induced
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respectively by ||||2 on WS, We have

et < 0O

S 3||ycs - ZyHZa

< 12@1(5]”9”.

Consequently by the local invariance of center-stable manifolds stated in Proposition 1 (iii)
we get forall 0 < j <n:

dyes (PP t) < IDflrwss_,  agyde (71w, 7 (1)

71w

and then by Lemma 1 (i),
es  (F1W), F1(ty) < eMdipe.  (F7N), F7(Ly)).

£ 71w
After an immediate induction we obtain for all 0 < j <n :

Byes (P W) (1) < e (y.ty),
and therefore

kv _4n
12a.1e™e*™"70,,

IN

wes (F (), (1))

£ ()

k —nly’
12a1e™ Bre™™7 |

IN

o 3
toee (F(), Fi(ty)) < 12@16]677(]6)%()‘1(@/))'
w(y

£I ()

As y belongs to E/, C Ay, we have k(y) < k. Therefore we get for 8, < 48%% :

VO <n df(t) F) < 2 (F), 1)

< b
< (W)

.. 5 .
and we have similarly for S < gz -

VO <j<mn, d(fi(ty), f/(y) < /4,
ie. t, € B,(y,0/4, f).

For y € E/, we let now

Walty) = O (B (e 3 N1

Bu(ty,0/4, f),
C  Bu(y,0/2,f).
(W,

As Ej, is (n, 0)-separated, the sets (Wy,(ty)),cp, are pairwise disjoint.
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For § small enough (depending only on k), for any j = 0,--- ,n—1, the ball B” (fJ( v)s —e‘lﬂ )

is contained in B (fj(y),bgwi(fj(y))» since d(f7(t,), f/(y)) < %vi(fj(y)). Let (em) be an or-
thonormal basis of E¥ with respect to || - ||Z. We consider the affine reparametrization of
I, z € A%, given by o, : [0,1]" — M, (t;); — 2z + > ,;(t; — 1/2)da;e"egel. Noting that
EY e Q””g(E;j,{), by Lemma 1 (ii), for any 7 € o'W, (t,) and for any 0 < j < n, the vector

space D, _(;) 7 (EY) lies in wa/j(y) (E?j(y),g). Then by Lemma 1 (iii) we get

n—1

1
= hmsup Zlog”)\ Df]ogz(T)f|Daz(T)f](Eu)HfJ
_] 0

"

lim sup — L og | A' Dy ey " s !

n—1

1
limsup = > log | A' Dys ) fley, 17 +
J 0

IN

= timsuplog | A Dy syl 4+

Noting that f*(y) € Akyn, we have by the Inequalities (4)

[lell

V0 € Tyn(o. ()M, < Nollfnyy < 201470,

Then it follows from Lemma 2 in the Appendix that

lim sup logIW ~(f" e 0x)] = limsup - logIIA Do /™22,

. 1 n
< limsup ~log | \' Do, f" |2 Iy + 1,

. 1 n

< limsup —log | N Dy ey + 1+ 1),
. 1 l n

< limsup —log || A" (Dy f*| gy )l + (20 + 1),

= Zv fov) + (20 + 1)7.

Similarly we also get :
1
lim inf — log | N Do (fr oo )| =Y AN (f,v) = (2 +1)y.

Moreover the above limsup and liminf are uniform in y € E/, and 7 € o'W, (t,). Therefore
for some C' > 1 we have for n large enough,

Wa(ty) C H} <az,ZA+ f,v) 2l+2)~y,c>.

By using Lemma 1 and classical arguments of graph transform, the set f7(W,,(t,)) for 0 < j <
n — 1 defines a graph of a function from B}'j(y) (fj(ty)7 %e—ljw)> NEY ., to B . Therefore
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the l-volume of f"~1(W,(t,)) with respect to | - [[fn-1(,) satisfies

"

n— 72 n— ’
(10) P Wty > clale L1y,
for some universal constant ¢;. By applying again Lemma 2 in the Appendix we obtain :
(11) Pt 2 a0 P W), -

where | f"~1 (W, (ty))| denotes the l-volume of f”fl(Wn(ty)) with respect to the Riemannian
norm || - || on M. For z € A°® we let

I..={yekE, =2z}
and
=H} (02, Z ME(f,v), (2 +2)7, C) o B, (z,2¢, f).
As the sets W, (t,), y € I';, are pairwise disjoint subsets of Uz(Afl) we have :

(12) (" roo)iazl = D [T W)

yel',

By combining the inequalities (10), (11), (12) we obtain

"

Y%

)

n—1 [oNop z
’(f )lA" fm=t(y)

(dage® =)= 3 7 IfS

yel',
> cléle_l2("_1) (4aq elktn=1)y ) T,

(ty

With the notations introduced at the beginning of Section 3, we have therefore for some constant
D independent of n and & € £},

#Pz < Den(lv—i—l?,yl)vwn,%: (Uz

DN (), @+ 2)y, C> .
By letting Fy, 5 := {02, z € A}, we get for all # € Aj, and some constants, all denoted by
D and independent of n and & € F;, :

S(n’(s?Bn(:i?Evf)) = ﬁE’nv
< DiE,,
S D Z ﬁrz;
zEAcs
<

Den(l'y+l2v/)ﬁAcs sup Vzn,Qa
oc€Fn,s

, (20 + 2)y, C’) ,

< Den((d—l)(4v+l’y')+l’y+l2 ") sup Vn2€ o,
o€Fn,s

Zﬁ fiv) (2z+2)7,c>.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 2 as v and thus 7' = a~!y may be chosen arbitrarily
small. O
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4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

By Proposition 2 Newhouse local entropy of an ergodic measure with one positive Lyapunov
exponent is bounded from above by the local volume growth of curves. This volume growth
may be controled by using the Reparametrization Lemma of [6]. Following straightforwardly
the proof of the Main Proposition in [6] we get :

Proposition 3. Let f be a C" diffeomorphism with r > 1 on a Riemannian manifold M and
p € Miny(f). For all v > 0, there exist my, k, € N* such that for v € Merg(f) close enough
to p with L,(f,v) =1, we have

h%ivf}ku(f7y) < /\-li_(fvﬂ’z:i\-li_(fay)

From the criterion in Theorem 1, for proving the Main Theorem, we need consider all
ergodic measures with any possible [,,. Actually, the Main Theorem is obtained from the
following Proposition by applying Theorem 1 with the upper semicontinuous affine function

E:= r_il D12 AT(f50)-

Proposition 4. Let f be a C" diffeomorphism with r > 1 on a 3-dimensional Riemannian
manifold M and 1 € Mipn,(f). For all v > 0, there exist an entropy structure (hi), and k, € N
such that for v € Merg(f) close enough to p, we have

F(fn) - +
hku (f, V) S Zi:l,Q )\1 (f7 Mj — 1221-:172 )\1 (f, y) N ,

In other terms, E := - dim12 M (f, ) satisfies Inequaliy (1) for a 3-dimensional C" diffeo-
morphism f with r > 1.

+ 7.

Proof of Proposition j. Fix i € M, (f). By the upper semicontinuity of Ei:l,Q A (f, ), lower
semicontinuity of As(f,-) and continuity of the integral of logarithm for Jacobian, when v is close
enough to u, one has

(13) S G- Y e 2 -5
i=1,2 i=1,2

(14) As(fom) = As(f,v) < %’

(15) ‘/logJac(f)dl/—/10gJac(f)du| < (r—1)y.

Hence, if h,(f) < /2, from hﬁe]z”(f, v) < hy,(f) for any m, k, by (13) we get
Zi:1,2 /\Zr(fv 1) — Zi:1,2 )‘;r(fv v)
r—1 +7

Next we assume h, (f) > /2. By Ruelle inequality [23], it holds that min (,(f,v),l.(f ', v)) =
1. Applying Proposition 3 to f*, there exist mff, kff € N such that for any v € M,,(f) close
enough to p with 1, (f*,v) =1,

(16) e’ (f,v) <

hNiw i(fiﬂ/) < /\Ir(fivu’g:if(fiay)

mp Ky

+ 7.
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If l,(f,v) =1, then 3°,_, , A (f,v) = A] (f,v), thus by the above inequality, (16) holds with
respect to mf k. If 1, (f~',v) = 1, then A3(f,v) < —h,(f7') = —h,(f) < —7/2, which
implies Az(f, ) < 0 by (14). Thus,

)‘ii_(filhu)_/\f(filay) = )\;(fay)_/\B_(fmu‘)
= )\B(fvy) _)\3(.](‘7#)'
Noting that [logJac(f)dr = > iz123Ni(fo7) for any T € Min,(f), by (15) we finally get

/\Ir(f_lhu)_)‘;r(f_lay) = Z Al(f’u)_ Z /\Z(f,u)—k/logJac(f)du—/1ogJac(f)du

i=1,2 i=1,2

< D ANUm = 2 NE =1y
i=1,2 i=1,2
and therefore
i= )\j— fip) — i= )‘j— fv

) B
By Lemma 2 in [0], the sequence (hg)x := (min(hggj’k(f, -),hﬁ?ﬁ’k(f_l-))) defines an entropy
structure. Combining (16) for I,(f,v) = 1 and (17) for 1,(f~!,v) = 1, we conclude the proof
by considering the entropy structure (hg ). |

Remark 2. For a local diffeomorphism f : M — M, the following local Ruelle inequlity holds

[7][10] : there exists a scale € > 0 such that h*(f, u,e) < min (EJ )\j(f, ), =227 (f, u)) for

any p € Miny(f). In particular in dimension 3, any invariant measure with positive Newhouse
local entropy admits at least one positive and one negative Lyapunov exponent. As the proofs
of Main Theorem and Proposition 2 are just local they apply verbatim in the context of local
3-dimensional diffeomorphism.

APPENDIX A.

Let E and F be two finite dimensional vector spaces of dimension k. We endow E (resp. F')
with two Euclidean norms || - ||g and || - ||z (resp. || - ||z and || - ||’=). We consider the associated
Euclidean structures on A\*E (resp. \*F). Let A: E — F be an invertible linear map and \*A
the induced map on the k-exterior powers. We denote by || \F A| and || A\¥ A||" the associated
subordinated norms.

Lemma 2. With the above notations. Assume that we have for some constants Cg,Crp > 1
and Dg,Dp <1 :

Ve E, Dglvle < vl < Cellvle,

Vw e F, Dpllw|lr < |Jwlp < Crllw||r,

then
(Dr/Cr)FIl AF Al < | AP AIl" < (Cr/Dp)*|| A* Al

Proof. By the singular value decomposition there exists an orthonormal family (e;)i=1,... x of
(E,||-|| ) such that (Ae;); is an orthogonal family in (F, ||-|| ) with [| \* A|| = || Ae1 - - -AAex||r =
Hle |Ae;l| 7. Similarly we let (e})i=1,... » be the corresponding orthonormal family for the
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norms || - ||z and || - ||’=- Let P be the change of basis matrix from (e}); to (e;);. Then the norms
llex A -+ Aegllz and |le) A--- Ael| g are just given by the absolute values of the determinants
of P and P~! respectively. Therefore we have

[det(P )] < Jllellls

< D",
and
les A ANekls = |det(P)]
= 1/|det(P™Y)|
> Dk,

We conclude that
[|[Aer A+ A Aek s
lex Ao Aeklls

D" [T llAeillw

I A" Al

IN

IN

< D*Cr]]l4eillr

< (Cr/Dp)*| A" Al

The other inequality is obtained symmetrically.
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